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management, the remainder to the employees and nothing
to the purchasers.1
It is true that in Fourier's definition of the Community
Store he seems to indicate quite a different distribution
of the profits, since its purpose, he says, is to provide its
members with goods at the lowest possible price. But
somehow the author, after having had a vague presenti-
ment of co-operation, immediately allowed himself to be
sidetracked and to return to the anti-co-operative distri-
bution of profits described above. The reason doubtless
was that, not happening to light upon the idea of dividend
on purchases, he was obliged to return to the beaten
track of a proportional distribution between capital and
labour, which has been quite frequently advocated since
that date.
This was in fact recognised by Gide when he con-
tinues: *eNot only did Fourier fail to conceive this idea
(of dividend on purchases), but if it had occurred to him
he would have rejected it. Fourier, indeed, was not
opposed to (capitalist) profit,3 since he even promised his
shareholders 36 per cent interest on their shares."3
The historical truth seems quite simple. Neither
Fourier nor Robert Owen had any inkling of what con-
sumers' co-operative societies might be. But, by their
ardent preaching and, in Owen's case, by living example,
both of them in the early years of last century inspired
1 It should be noted that even in Gide's opinion Fourier conceived the
Community Store as implying all that is meant at the present time by "a
consumers* society, a rural bank, a savings bank, a loan office, an employment
exchange and an insurance company" (Fourier, Pr&urseur de la Coopfra-
tioH) p. 196). The idea overreached itself. Fourier, absorbed in his dream
of a complete community, had no vision of the distributive co-operative
society.	« Ibid., p. 191.
3 Ernest Poisson, General Secretary of the French National Federation of
Consumers* Co-operative Societies, shares the opinion of the writer concerning
Fourier, He has written: "Fourier had no knowledge of consumers* co-operative
societies, and they are nowhere mentioned in his writings. It is true that at first
sight Fourier's Phalanstery might seem to be a co-operative society, but that is
only a surface similarity. None of the rules which are now fundamental for the
innumerable consumers' societies which have been set up are to be found in
Fourier's plan—neither the dividend, nor equality of members, nor the idea of
a fair price, nor the idea of indivisible reserves" (La Rfyttblique
Paris, Grasset, 1920, and ed., p. 154).
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